To: Wooster, Richard[Wooster.Richard@epa.gov]

Cc: Conde, Rosaura[Conde.Rosaura@epa.gov]; Havard, James[Havard.James@epa.gov]
From: Monschein, Eric

Sent: Tue 3/27/2018 9:58:08 PM

Subject: For Richard - Correction suggested in IRW paper

Hi Richard. Tom asking (below) if there’s an updated version of the issue paper. If so, can you send along to me? Cheers, Eric

From: Wall, Tom

Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2018 5:10 PM

To: Goodin, John <Goodin.John@epa.gov>

Cc: Havard, James <Havard.James@epa.gov>; Monschein, Eric <Monschein.Eric@epa.gov>
Subject: FW: Correction suggested in IRW paper

John — here is what | have re: correction re: which segments listed. Eric will check with the Region to see if there’s an updated
version of their issue paper - TomW

From: Havard, James

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 9:48 AM

To: Goodin, John <Goodin John@epa.gov>; Wall, Tom <Wall. Tom @ epa.gov>; Monschein, Eric <Monschein. Eric@epa.gov>; Conde,
Rosaura <Conde.Rosaura@epa.gov>

Subject: Fwd: Correction suggested in IRW paper

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:

From: "Wooster, Richard" <Woaster. Richard@epa.gov>

Date: March 26, 2018 at 9:00:34 AM EDT

To: "Gray, David" <gray.david@epa.gov>

Cc: "Dwyer, Stacey" <Dwyer.Stacey@epa.gov>, "Garcia, David" <Garcia.David@epa.gov>, "Shaikh, Taimur"
<Shaikh.Taimur@epa.gov>

Subject: Correction suggested in IRW paper

Good morning, sir,

I’'m following up on an observation | mentioned to you last Friday concerning the IRW discussion paper which remains
in development.

My HQ program counterparts and | agree there is a point of factual clarification needed with respect to whether any
of the IRW waters (lllinois River or tributaries) are “listed” in Arkansas. Notwithstanding a statement included in the
“Background” section of the discussion paper, neither the lllinois River nor any of its tributaries are on the current
Arkansas Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list of impaired waters (Category 5). Rather, as discussed in EPA’s July 19,
2017, record of its decision on the Arkansas Section 303(d) list, there are four (4) assessment units in the watershed
(Spring Creek; Muddy Fork of the lllinois; and, two segments of Spring Creek) which EPA considered “appropriate for
Arkansas to designate as Category 4b”, rather than Category 5. Should there be further discussions at the Agency
decision-making levels, | would recommend sharing this point of clarification.

If you have any questions, | would be happy to discuss the similarities and differences between the two categories,
and the possible implications thereof.

richard
Richard A. Wooster, Chief

Assessment, Listing and TMDL Section
(214)665-6473
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